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A REVIEW ON TWO TYPES OF SONIC INTERFACES

MYOUNGJEAN BAE

Abstract. In this paper, two examples of sonic interfaces ([2, 3, 4, 5, 6])
are presented. The first example shows the case of sonic interfaces as weak
discontinuities in self-similar shock configurations of unsteady Euler system.
The second example shows the case of sonic interfaces as regular interfaces in
accelerating transonic flows governed by the steady Euler-Poisson system with
self-generated electric forces. And, we discuss analytic differences of the two
examples, and introduce an open problem on decelerating transonic solution
to the steady Euler-Poisson system.

1. A sonic interface as a weak discontinuity

Fix a constant ε0 > 0. Given a function f : [0, ε0] → R+ with

(1.1) ‖f‖C1,1([0,ε0]) <∞, f(0) > 0, and
df

dx
≥ ω > 0 ∀0 ≤ x ≤ ε0,

set

P0 := (0, f(0)),

and define a domain

(1.2) Qf
ε0

:= {(x, y) : 0 < x < ε0, 0 < y < f(x)}.

For each t ∈ (0, f(0)), set

Rt := (0,
ε0

2
)× (0, f(0)− t).

Given two constants a > 0 and b > 0, and functions βk ∈ C(∂Qf
ε0

∩ {y = f(x)})
for k = 1, 2, 3, consider the equation

(1.3) (2x−aψx+O1)ψxx+O2ψxy+(b+O3)ψyy−(1+O4)ψx+O5ψy = 0 in Qf
ε0
,

and the boundary conditions

ψ = 0 on ∂Qf
ε0

∩ {x = 0}(1.4)

∂yψ = 0 on ∂Qf
ε0

∩ {y = 0}(1.5)

β1(x, y)ψx + β2(x, y)ψy + ψ = 0 on ∂Qf
ε0

∩ {y = f(x)}.(1.6)

In addition, assume that

(1.7) β1(x, y) ≥ λ, |β2(x, y), β3(x, y)| ≤
1

λ
on ∂Qf

ε0
∩ {y = f(x)}

for some constant λ > 0.
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Theorem 1 (Theorem 3.1 in [1]). Suppose that a function ψ : Qf
ε0 → R satisfies

the following conditions:

(i) ψ ∈ C2(Qf
ε0
) ∩ C1,1(Qf

ε0);

(ii) ψ > 0 in Qf
ε0
;

(iii) there exist constants µ > 0 and δ ∈ (0, 1) such that

−µ ≤
ψx(x, y)

x
≤

2− δ

a
in Qf

ε0
;

(iv) ψ satisfies (1.3)–(1.6).

In addition, assume that the terms Oi(x, y), i = 1, · · · , 5 are continuously differen-
tiable, and that there exists a constant N > 0 satisfying

(1.8)

|O1(x, y)|

x2
,
|Oi(x, y)|

x
≤ N for i = 2, · · · , 5,

|DO1(x, y)|

x
, |DOk(x, y)| ≤ N for i = 2, · · · , 5

in {x > 0}.

Then, the following properties hold:

(a) ∀t ∈ (0, f(0)), ψ ∈ C2,α(Rt) ∀α ∈ (0, 1);

(b) ψxx(0, y) =
1

a
, ψxy(0, y) = ψyy(0, y) = 0 for all 0 ≤ y < f(0);

(c) there are two sequences {(x
(1)
m , y

(1)
m )} and {(x

(2)
m , y

(2)
m )} in Qf

ε0
such that

lim
m→∞

(x(1)m , y(1)m ) = lim
m→∞

(x(2)m , y(2)m ) = P0 for j = 1, 2,

lim
m→∞

ψxx(x
(1)
m , y(1)m ) =

1

a
, lim

m→∞
ψxx(x

(2)
m , y(2)m ) = 0.

Now we demonstrate an application of Theorem 1.

An irrotational flow of inviscid compressible polytropic gas is governed by the
Euler equation for potential flow:

(1.9)

∂tρ+∇x · (ρ∇xΦ) = 0,

∂tΦ +
1

2
|∇xΦ|

2 +
ργ−1 − 1

γ − 1
= B0

for an adiabatic exponent γ > 1. The density and the velocity potential of the
flow are represented as ρ and Φ, respectively. And, the term B0 > 0 represents the
Bernoulli constant which is determined by the initial data. For θw ∈ (0, π2 ), define

a symmetric wedge W in R
2 by

(1.10) W := {x = (x1, x2) ∈ R
2 : |x2| < x1 tan θw, x1 > 0}.

Suppose that (ρ,Φ) solves (1.9) in R
2 \W , and satisfies the slip boundary condition

(1.11) ∇xΦ · nw = 0 on ∂W

for the exterior unit normal n to ∂W . Then, for any constant α > 0, it can be
directly checked that (ρ̃, Φ̃) given by

(ρ̃, Φ̃)(x, t) := (ρ,
1

α
Φ)(αx, αt)
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satisfies (1.9) in R
2 \W , and (1.11) on ∂W . Owing to the scaling invariance, one

may seek for a self-similar solution in the form of

(ρ,Φ)(x, t) = (̺(ξ), tΨ(ξ)) for ξ = (ξ1, ξ2) with (ξ1, ξ2) :=
1

t
(x1, x2).

With a pseudo-potential function ϕ given by

ϕ(ξ) := −
1

2
|ξ|2 +Ψ(ξ),

one can rewrite (1.9) as

(1.12) ∇ · (̺∇ϕ) + 2̺ = 0

with

(1.13) ̺γ−1 = (γ − 1)B0 + 1− (γ − 1)

(

ϕ+
1

2
|∇ϕ|2

)

.

With (1.12), the global-in-time existence of weak solutions to (1.9) of various
shock structures are investigated in [2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8]. When a plane shock hits the
symmetric wedgeW head-on, it is proved in [5, 6] that if θw ∈ (θd,

π
2 ) for the critical

angle(=the detachment angle uniquely determined by a shock polar), then (1.9) has
a weak solution of a self-similar regular shock reflection configuration (Fig.1).

S∞

S0

θw

Ω

Ω0

Γ0

Γshock

Figure 1. Self-similar regular shock reflection (S∞: incoming
plane shock, S0 ∪ Γshock: reflected shock, θw ∈ (θsonic,

π
2 ))

When a supersonic flow with a constant density moves horizontally toward the
symmetric wedge W at a constant speed, it is proved in [3, 8] that there exists
a global-in-time weak solution of a self-similar weak shock configuration for θw ∈
(0, θd) (Fig.2). In Fig.1 and Fig.2, the straight shocks S0 and the corresponding
downstream state in Ω0 are given as the weak shock state on the shock polar (Fig.3).
Considering that the incoming supersonic flow has a constant density and a constant
velocity, the straight normal shock S1 and the corresponding downstream state in
Ω1 (see Fig.2) can be easily computed from the Rankine-Hugoniot jump conditions.

Since the density ρ in Ω0(Fig.2) is a constant, it follows from (1.12) and (1.13)
that the pseudo-potential function ϕ satisfies

{

∆ϕ+ 2 = 0

ϕ+ 1
2 |∇ϕ|

2 = a constant
in Ω0,
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S0

θw

Ω

Ω0

Γ0

Γ1Γshock

S1

Ω1

θw

Ω

Γ1

Γshock

S1

Ω1

Figure 2. Self-similar weak shock configuration past a wedge
(Left: θw < θsonic, Right: θsonic ≤ θw < θd)

u2

u1

θd
θsonic

θw

u0

Figure 3. The shock polar for steady potential flow equation(u0:
the weak shock state in Ω0 for 0 < θw < θsonic)

and this yields

(1.14) ϕ(ξ) = −
1

2
|ξ|2 + u0 · ξ + k in Ω0

for the constant vector u0 given on the shock polar (Fig.3), and for a constant k.
Take the representation of ̺ in terms of (ϕ,∇ϕ), directly given from (1.13).

Substituting the representation ̺(ϕ,∇ϕ) into (1.12), we are given with a second
order quasi-linear equation

(1.15) ∇ · (̺(ϕ,∇ϕ)∇ϕ) + 2̺(ϕ,∇ϕ) = 0.

If ̺γ−1 − |∇ϕ|2 < 0, the equation (1.15) is hyperbolic, and if ̺γ−1 − |∇ϕ|2 > 0, it
is elliptic.

Back to the uniform state in Ω0(Fig.1, Fig.2), let ρ0 > 0 represent the constant
density in Ω0. Then, for the pseudo-potential function ϕ given by (1.14), we have

C0 := {ξ : |∇ϕ|2 = ̺
γ−1
0 } = {|ξ − u0|

2 = ̺
γ−1
0 }.

The boundary portion Γ0 := ∂Ω0 ∩ C0 is called a pseudo-sonic arc associated with
the state of the density ρ0, and the velocity u0. In Ω0, the equation (1.15) is
hyperbolic, and the hyperbolicity is degenerate on the pseudo-sonic arc ∂Ω0 ∩ C0.
Note that the pseudo-supersonic region Ω0 bounded by a straight oblique shock
S0 is shown for θw ∈ (θsonic,

π
2 ] in Fig.1, and for θw ∈ (0, θsonic) in Fig.2. And,

this region shrinks to a point as θw approaches to the sonic angle θsonic, which is
uniquely determined by the shock polar associated with the incoming flow state.
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The region in which the equation (1.15) is elliptic(̺γ−1−|∇ξϕ|
2 > 0) is indicated

as Ω. For the admissible solution ϕ constructed in [3, 5, 6], one of the essential
properties is that there exists a constant µ > 0 satisfying

|∇ϕ(ξ)|

̺
γ−1

2 (∇ϕ(ξ), ϕ(ξ))
≤ 1− µ dist(ξ, C0) for ξ ∈ Ω near Γ0

as long as the pseudo-supersonic region Ω0 appears (Fig.1, Fig.2(left)).

Let ϕ0 be the pseudo-potential function given by (1.14). Define a polar coordi-
nate system by

ξ − u0 := r(cos θ, sin θ).

And, define a new coordinate system by

(x, y) :=







(̺
γ−1

2

0 − r, θ − θw) for ξ near Γ0 in Fig. 1

(̺
γ−1

2

0 − r, π + θw − θ) for ξ near Γ0 in Fig. 2

Finally, define

(1.16) ψ(x, y) := ϕ(ξ)− ϕ0(ξ) in Ω near Γ0.

The admissible solutions constructed in [3, 5, 6] have the following properties: if
θw ∈ (θsonic,

π
2 ] in Fig. 1, or if θw ∈ (0, θsonic) in Fig. 2, then

(i) ∃ a (small) constant ε0 > 0 and a function f : [0, ε0] → R+ such that

Ω ∩ {dist(ξ,Γ0) < ε0} = Qf
ε0

for the domain Qf
ε0

defined by (1.2);
(ii) such a function f , representing the curved pseudo-transonic shock Γshock

(Fig. 1, Fig. 2), satisfies all the properties stated in (1.1);
(iii) the equation (1.15) is rewritten as

(2x− (γ + 1) +O1)ψxx +O2ψxy +

(

1

̺
γ−1

2

0

+O3

)

ψyy − (1 +O4)ψx +O5ψy = 0

for the terms Oj(x, ψ, ψx, ψy) satisfying all the properties stated in (1.8);
(iv) ψ satisfies the boundary conditions (1.4)–(1.6) with (1.7) holding;

(v) ψ ∈ C2(Qf
ε0

∩ C1,1(Qf
ε0));

(vi) 0 ≤ ψ(x, y) ≤ Lx2 in Qf
ε0

for some constant L > 0;

(vii) 0 ≤
ψx

x
≤

2− δ

γ + 1
in Qf

ε0
for some constant δ ∈ (0, 12 ).

Then it directly follows from Theorem 1 that

(a) ∀y ∈ [0, f(0)),

lim
x→0+

ψxx(x, y) =
1

γ + 1
;

(b) ψ|
Q

f
ε0

is not C2 at the point (0, f(0)).

According to the statement (a), the radial derivative of the flow velocity(= ∇xΦ)
on the pseudo-sonic arc Γ0(Fig.1, Fig.2(left)) is nonzero. While the velocity field
∇xΦ is discontinuous on the shock S0 ∪ Γshock, it is continuous on Γ0. What the
statement (a) indicates, however, is that the pseudo-sonic arc Γ0 is a weak discon-
tinuity in the sense that a derivative of the velocity field is discontinuous on Γ0.
We also point out that another pseudo-sonic arc Γ1 in Fig.2 due to the presence of



6 MYOUNGJEAN BAE

a normal shock state in Ω1 is also a a weak discontinuity. Now, a question arises
naturally:

Given a second order equation with a degeneracy of Keldysh type, does the degen-
eracy always result in a discontinuity in a second order derivative of its solutions
on the degenerate interface?

Another example introduced in the next section indicates that the answer to the
question is ‘no’.

2. A sonic interface as a regular interface

Given a constant L > 0, define

ΩL := {x = (x1, x2) ∈ R
2 : 0 < x1 < L, |x2| < 1}.

The boundary ∂ΩL consists of the entrance Γ0 = {0}× [−1, 1], Γw := (0, L)×{±1},
and the exit ΓL := {L} × [−1, 1].

For two fixed constants γ > 1 and ρ̄I > 0, consider the steady Euler-Poisson
system

(2.1)

∇ · (ρu) = 0

∇ · (ρu⊗ u) +∇p = ρ∇Φ

∇ · (ρBu) = ρu · ∇Φ

∆Φ = ρ− ρ̄I

with

B =
1

2
|u|2 +

γp

(γ − 1)ρ

for a fixed adiabatic exponent γ > 1.
Any one-dimensional solution (ρ,u, p,Φ) = (ρ̄, ū1e1, p̄, Φ̄)(x1) with ρ̄ > 0 and

ū1 > 0 can be given as

ρ̄(x1) =
J

ū1(x1)

p̄(x1) = S0ρ̄
γ(x1)

Φ̄(x1) =
u20
2

+
γS0

γ − 1

(

J

u0

)γ−1

+

∫ x1

0

Ē(t) dt

with (ū1, Ē) solving

(2.2)

{

ū′1 =
Ēū

γ
1

ū
γ+1

1
−u

γ+1
s

Ē′ = J
ū1

− ρ̄I
for x1 > 0, (ū1, Ē)(0) = (u0, E0)

for constants S0 > 0, J > 0, u0 > 0 and E0 ∈ R. Here, the constant us represents
the speed at the sonic state, and is explicitly given by

us = (γS0J
γ−1)

1
γ+1 .

Define (ūI , ζ0) := ( J
ρ̄I
, ūI

us
), and assume that

ζ0 > 1.

For H : (0,∞) → R given by

H(u) :=
J

ūI

∫ u

us

1

tγ+1
(tγ+1 − uγ+1

s )(ūI − t) dt,
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if (ū1, Ē)(x1) is a C1-solution to (2.2), then it can be directly checked from (2.2)
that

1

2
Ē2 −H(ū1) =

1

2
E2

0 −H(u0) for x1 > 0

as long as the solution exists.
We call a set

(2.3) T := {(u,E) :
1

2
E2 −H(u) = 0}

the critical trajectory on the uE-plane. Further, we call a set

Tacc := {(u,E) ∈ T : (u− us)E ≥ 0}

the critical trajectory with an acceleration(Fig.4).

T

(u0, E0)

us
ūI u

E

Figure 4. The critical trajectory

For the initial data (u0, E0) in (2.2), suppose

(2.4) (u0, E0) ∈ Tacc, u0 < us.

Lemma 2.1 (Lemma 1.1 in [4]). The initial value problem (2.2) with (u0, E0)
satisfying (2.4) has a unique smooth solution (ū1, Ē) with the following properties:

(i) there exists a finite constant lmax > 0 such that

ū′1(x1) > 0 for x1 ∈ [0, lmax);

(ii) lim
x→lmax−

ū′1(x1) = 0;

(iii) Tacc ∩ {(ū1, Ē)(x1) : 0 ≤ x1 ≤ lmax} = Tacc ∩ {(u,E) : u ≥ u0} (Fig.4);
(iv) there exists a unique constant ls ∈ (0, lmax)(Fig.5) such that

ū1(x1)











< us for x1 < ls

= us at x1 = ls

> us for x1 > ls

.
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Γ0

Γw

ΓL

x1 = ls

subsonic supersonic

Γsonic

Figure 5.

For the solution (ū1, Ē) given in Lemma 2.1, we can write as

(2.5) Ē = sgn(ū1 − us)
√

2H(ū1) for x1 ∈ [0, lmax].

Set

ϕ̄(x1) :=

∫ x1

0

ū1(t) dt.

It easily follows from (2.2) and (2.5) that
(

(∂1ϕ̄)
γ+1 − uγ+1

s

)

∂11ϕ̄− sgn(∂1ϕ̄− us)
√

2H(∂1ϕ̄)(∂1ϕ̄)
γ = 0 for x1 ∈ [0, lmax].

Therefore, ϕ̄ can be regarded as a solution to a second order equation with a
degeneracy of Keldysh type, and the smoothness of ϕ̄ indicates that the degenerate
interface x1 = ls is not a weak discontinuity. So we are given with an example for
a degenerate interface of a new type for a second order equation with a degeneracy
of Keldysh type. Naturally, the following questions arise:

- Does there exist a multi-dimensional solution to (2.1) with a degenerate
interface?

- If so, what is the regularity of the solution across the degenerate interface?

Let us assume that

B − Φ = 0,

which we call a pseudo Bernoulli’s law , and let us write the pressure function p as

p = Sργ .

For ρ > 0 and u · e1(=: u1) > 0, the system (2.1) can be rewritten as

(2.6)















































∇ · (ρu) = 0

∇× u =
ργ−1∂2S

(γ − 1)u1
ρu · ∇S = 0

1

2
|u|2 +

γSργ−1

γ − 1
= Φ

∆Φ = ρ− ρ̄I .

Take the one-dimensional solution (ρ̄, ū1e1, p̄(= S0ρ̄
γ), Φ̄) with (ū1, Ē) given from

Lemma 2.1. For a two-dimensional velocity field u, we represent as

u = ∇ϕ+∇⊥φ,

and define

(ψ,Ψ) := (ϕ,Φ) − (ϕ̄, Φ̄).
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Then we can further rewrite (2.6) as a nonlinear system for (ψ,Ψ, φ, S) as follows:

2
∑

i,j=1

aij∂ijψ + b1∂1ψ + ū1∂1Ψ+ (γ − 1)ū′1Ψ = f1(S,∇ψ,∇
⊥φ,D(∇⊥φ)Ψ,∇Ψ)

(2.7)

∆Ψ−
1

γS0ρ̄γ−2
Ψ+

ū1

γS0ρ̄γ−2
∂1ψ = f2(S,∇ψ,∇

⊥φ,Ψ,∇Ψ)(2.8)

−∆φ = f3(S,∇ψ,∇
⊥φ,Ψ,∇Ψ)(2.9)

(∇ϕ̄+∇ψ +∇⊥φ) · ∇S = 0(2.10)

for

aij = (γ + 1)

(

Φ̄ + Ψ−
1

2
|v|2

)

δij − (v · ei)(v · ej) with v = ∇ϕ̄+∇ψ +∇⊥φ

b1 = Ē − (γ + 1)ū′1ū1.

To find a two-dimensional solution to (2.1) as a small perturbation of (ρ̄, ū1e1, p̄, Φ̄).
we prescribe the following boundary conditions:

(2.11)

u · e2 = wen, S = Sen, ∂1Φ = Een on Γ0

u · e2 = 0, ∂2Φ = 0 on Γw

Φ = Φ̄ on ΓL

for three functions wen, Sen, Een : [−1, 1] → R satisfying

(2.12) P(wen, Sen, Een) := ‖wen‖
5
C([−1, 1]) + ‖(Sen, Een)− (S0, E0)‖C4([−1,1]) ≤ σ

for some small constant σ > 0, and satisfying the compatibility conditions
(

d

dx2

)k

Een =

(

d

dx2

)k

Sen = 0 at |x2| = 1 for k = 1, 3,

(

d

dx2

)l

wen = 0 at |x2| = 1 for l = 0, 2, 4.

In the framework of the Helmhotz decomposition, (2.11) becomes

(2.13)

∂2ψ = ωen, ∂1φ = 0, S = Sen, ∂1Ψ = Een − E0 on Γ0

∂2ψ = 0, φ = 0, ∂2Ψ = 0 on Γw

φ = 0, Ψ = 0 on ΓL.

The boundary condition φ = 0 on ΓL is added in (2.13) for the well-posedness of
the boundary value problem (2.7)–(2.10) with (2.13) for (ψ,Ψ, φ, S). As we seek
for a solution (ψ,Ψ, φ, S) with ‖(ψ,Ψ, φ)‖W 1,∞ being small, we first investigate a
modified equation of (2.7):

(2.14) ā11∂11w + ā22∂22w + b1∂1w = f

for (ā11, ā22) = (a11, a22) with ψ = φ = Ψ = 0. For the normalized coefficients

(2.15) α11 :=
ā11

ā22
= 1−

(

ū1

us

)γ+1

, β1 :=
b1

ā22
=

(Ē − (γ + 1)ū′1ū1)ū
γ−1
1

u
γ+1
s

,

define a linear differential operator

(2.16) Lw := α11∂11w + ∂22w + β1∂1w.
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According to Lemma 2.1(iv), the operator L is elliptic in ΩL∩{x1 < ls}, hyperbolic
in ΩL ∩ {x1 > ls}, and degenerate on ΩL ∩ {x1 = ls}. Therefore, it is a mixed type
operator with a degeneracy of Keldysh type if L > ls. From this, it is easy to see
that the equation (2.7), as a second order equation for ψ, is a mixed type with a
degeneracy of Keldysh type.

One of differences between the two equations (1.3) and (2.7) (or (2.14)) is that
the equation (1.3) is hyperbolic before(x < 0) the degenerate boundary(=sonic arc),
and turns to be elliptic after(x > 0) the degenerate interface, while the equation
(2.14) changes its type from being elliptic to being hyperbolic across the degenerate
interface. Does this difference lead to a different result on the regularity of solutions
to the boundary value problem (2.7)–(2.10) with (2.13)?

Theorem 2 (Theorem 2 in [4]). Given constants (γ, ζ0, J, S0, E0) satisfying

γ > 1, ζ0 > 1, S0 > 0, E0 < 0,

suppose that (u0, E0) ∈ Tacc, which is equivalent to 0 < u0 < us. Then one can fix
two constants J̄ and J depending only on (γ, ζ0, S0) with 0 < J̄ < 1 < J < ∞ so
that whenever the background momentum density J(= ρ̄ū1) satisfies

either 0 < J ≤ J̄ or J ≤ J <∞,

there exists a constant d ∈ (0, 1) depending on (γ, ζ0, S0, J) so that if the two con-
stants u0 and L are fixed to satisfy

(2.17) 1− d ≤
u0

us
< 1 <

ū1(L)

us
≤ 1 + d,

and if the constant σ > 0 in (2.12) is fixed sufficiently small depending only on
(γ, ζ0, S0, E0, J, L), then the boundary value problem (2.7)–(2.10) with (2.13) has a
unique solution (ψ, φ,Ψ, S) that satisfies the estimate

‖(ψ, φ,Ψ, S − S0)‖H4(ΩL) ≤ CP(Sen, Een, wen)(2.18)

for some constant C > 0 depending on (γ, ζ0, S0, E0, J, L).

Furthermore, there exists a function fsn : [−1, 1] → (0, L) such that

(2.19)
|u|

√

γSργ−1











< 1 for x1 < fsn(x2)

= 1 for x1 = fsn(x2)

> 1 for x1 > fsn(x2)

,

and the function fsn satisfies

(2.20) ‖fsn − ls‖H2((−1,1)) + ‖fsn − ls‖C1([−1,1]) ≤ CP(Sen, Een, wen)

for some constant C > 0 depending on (γ, ζ0, S0, E0, J, L).

We are given from Theorem 2 with a classical solution (ρ,u, p) of (2.1) with the
sonic interface x1 = fsn(x2) across which the velocity field u is not only continuous,
but also its derivative is continuous. In other words, x1 = fsn(x2) is a degenerate
interface but not a weak discontinuity. We call this sonic interface as a regular
interface in the sense that the solution (ρ,u, p) is a classical solution across the
sonic interface.
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3. Discussion

In §1, we show an example of a (pseudo) sonic interface as a weak discontinuity in
the sense that a velocity field is continuous but its derivative is discontinuous on the
interface. Such an example is given from a solution to a mixed-type equation with a
degeneracy of Keldysh type. More precisely, the type of the equation changes from
being hyperbolic to being elliptic through a degenerate interface of codimension
one. In §2, we show an example of a sonic interface as a regular interface on which
a velocity field is C1. This example is also given from a solution to a degenerate
equation of Keldysh type, where the equation changes its type from being elliptic
to being hyperbolic.

The interesting point is that the equations given in §1–2 are both Keldysh type,
and that the lower order derivative terms ‘(−1 + O4)ψx’ from (1.3), and ‘b1∂1ψ’
from (2.7) have significant contributions to Theorem 1 and Theorem 2, respectively.
In spite of those similarities, the equations (1.3) and (2.7) give different regularity
results. Why?

3.1. The existence of a special smooth solution. In §2, the classical solution
of (2.1) with a sonic interface as a regular interface(Theorem 2) is constructed as a
small perturbation of a smooth one-dimensional solution(Lemma 2.1). Therefore,
one may suggest that the existence of a special smooth solution can be a clue to
determine a destiny of a sonic interface in general.

It is true that a smooth one-dimensional solution comes in handy to reformulate
(2.1) into (2.7)–(2.10) so that an iteration method can be applied. But still, it
is another matter to establish the well-posedness of the boundary value problem
(2.7)–(2.10) with (2.13). According to the work in [4], the essential ingredient used
to prove Theorem 2 is the strictly increasing property of ū1 stated in Lemma 2.1(i).
This monotonicity property combined with the method developed in [9] yields the
well-posedness of a linearized boundary value problem derived from (2.7)–(2.10)
with (2.11), and this yields Theorem 2.

S0

Ω0

Γ0

Ω

θw = π
2

Figure 6. Self-similar normal shock reflection (S0: reflected nor-
mal shock, ϕ = ϕ0 in Ω0 ∪ Γ0 ∪ Ω, see [5])
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But, there is another example that shows that the existence of a special smooth
solution does not necessarily tells the destiny of a sonic interface in general. As
repeatedly pointed out, the sonic arc Γ0 in a self-similar regular shock reflection
is a weak discontinuity for θw ∈ (θsonic,

π
2 )(see §1). For the wedge-angle θw = π

2 ,
however, the sonic arc is not a weak discontinuity(Fig. 6) because the state behind
the reflected normal shock S0 is simply given by ϕ = ϕ0 for a quadratic polynomial
function ϕ0 of self-similar variables ξ = (ξ1, ξ2) in the form of (1.14). In [5], a
self-similar regular shock reflection solution for θw ∈ (π2 − σ, π2 ) is constructed as
a small perturbation of the normal shock reflection solution, but the nature of the
sonic arc Γ0 for θw < π

2 is not determined by the arc Γ0 for θw = π
2 .

3.2. Acceleration VS. deceleration in a transonic transition. Notice that
the self-similar flow(Fig.1 and Fig.2(left)) introduced in §1 turns from being (pseudo)
supersonic in Ω0 to being (pseudo) subsonic in Ω through the (pseudo) sonic arc
Γ0. This is a decelerating transition on Γ0, and Theorem 1 implies that Γ0 is a
weak discontinuity. On the other hand, the C1-transonic solution of Euler-Poisson
system (2.1) given by Theorem 2 in §2 has an accelerating transition on the sonic
interface x1 = fsn(x2).

Question. Does a decelerating transonic transition always yield a sonic interface
as a weak discontinuity, while accelerating transonic transition does not?

Here is another interesting example to investigate. For the set T given by (2.3),
define

Tdec := {(u,E) ∈ T : (u − us)E ≤ 0}.

We call the set Tdec the critical trajectory with a deceleration. By modifying the
proof of Lemma 2.1 given in [4], one obtains the following lemma:

Lemma 3.1. For the initial data (u0, E0) in (2.2), suppose

(u0, E0) ∈ Tdec, u0 > us.

Then, the initial value problem (2.2) has a unique smooth solution (ū1, Ē) with the
following properties:
(Case 1) For 1 < γ < 2,

(i) there exists a finite constant l̃max > 0 such that

ū′1(x1) < 0 for x1 ∈ [0, l̃max);

(ii) lim
x1→l̃max−

ū′1(x1) = 0 and lim
x1→l̃max−

Ē(x1) = ∞;

(iii) Tdec ∩ {(ū1, Ē)(x1) : 0 ≤ x1 ≤ l̃max} = Tdec ∩ {(u,E) : u ≤ u0} (Fig.4);

(iv) there exists a unique constant l̃s ∈ (0, l̃max) such that

ū1(x1)











> us for x1 < l̃s

= us at x1 = l̃s

< us for x1 > l̃s

.

(Case 2) For γ ≥ 2, the statements given in (i)–(iv) hold with l̃max = ∞.

The smooth one-dimensional solution of the Euler-Poisson system (2.1) has a

decelerating speed and a sonic interface at x1 = l̃s. Similarly to Theorem 2, would
it be possible to establish the existence of a classical solution to (2.1) as a small
perturbation of this one-dimensional decelerating smooth transonic solution? In
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proving Theorem 2, the key property used in [4] is that there exists a constant
λL > 0 satisfying

(3.1) −2β1 − (2m− 1)∂1α11 ≥ λL in ΩL for m = 0, 1, 2, 3

for the coefficients α11 and β1 given by (2.15). This inequality enables to apply
[9, Theorem 1.7] to achieve a priori Hm+1 estimates of solutions obtained from
Theorem 2 for m = 0, 1, 2, 3. More precisely, a direct computation yields the
representation

−2β1 − (2m− 1)∂1α11 =
ū′1

u
γ+1
s

(

2m(γ + 1)ūγ1 + (γ − 1)ūγ1 + 2
uγ+1
s

ū1

)

.

And, the inequality (3.1) is obtained by Lemma 2.1.

For one-dimensional smooth transonic solution (ū1, Ē) lying on the critical tra-
jectory Tdec with a deceleration, Lemma 3.1 implies that the inequality (3.1) does
not hold because ū′1 < 0. So one cannot apply [9, Theorem 1.7] to establish the ex-
istence of a classical solution to (2.1) as a small perturbation of (ū1, Ē). This opens
to a possibility that a multi-dimensional solution to (2.1) given as a small pertur-
bation of (ū1, Ē) with ū′1 < 0 may contain a sonic interface as a weak discontinuity.
This is an open problem to be investigated in the future.
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